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Hezbollah then was, ‘“‘we’re going to
hold Israel accountable.”” And what
happened today? Martyr Mughniyah,
within the last hour, a TV station af-
filiated with Hezbollah, said this group
may not be affiliated with Hezbollah,
but the group, Martyr Mughniyah, as
far as we can tell, a new terrorist
group, along with the Gaza Martyrs’
Group, which may also be a new ter-
rorist group, claim responsibility for
the Jerusalem operation.

So, with the events of the last 5
weeks, some new identified terrorist
groups have popped up. And most like-
ly, if there is any intelligence that our
allies, because we said, who is going to
be vulnerable by our diminished capa-
bilities? It’s going to be America’s
homeland. It’s going to be our troops in
Iraq and Afghanistan. It is our embas-
sies around the world, and potentially
our allies. With what al Qaeda in Iraq
and what the various organizations
have now said after the death of
Mughniyah, these are new terrorist
groups.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Yes.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I appreciate
that, because what you point out is
that in a relatively short period of
time, which is what we’ve been saying,
the terrorists are flexible. They change
based upon what happens here at home.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Right.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. What occurs
on the floor of this House is consequen-
tial. Who is to say that there wouldn’t
have been information that would have
been gained, had we had this bill in
place, that would have been gained
that would have allowed us to know
that those activities were going to go
on today?

I am pleased to yield back.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. We might have. But
the key thing here is if these are new
terrorist groups that we didn’t know
about before, guess what? And our al-
lies, the Israelis, got meaningful intel-
ligence about this group. The law on
surveillance would be the law that was
in place on 9/10/01, the very law that
the President, his national security ad-
visers, our current Speaker of the
House, bipartisan Ileadership in the
House and Senate all said would not
work. Another example within the last
hour. All right. Dynamic situation.

And remember, I think we all know
that intelligence only works when you
do it in a timely way. You know, 2-
year-old intelligence is no longer intel-
ligence; it’s data. It’s information for
historical purposes. To keep America
safe, intelligence has to be real-time,
and the only law didn’t do it.

Again, when we talked about what
potential threats would be, 5 weeks ago
we said, you know, there have been
people who have been arrested because
they were going to allegedly murder
the Danish cartoonist. There was a plot
in Denmark to do this. And I said, well,
that’s interesting. But there is another
threat on the horizon. Dutch TV re-
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fuses to show anti-Koran film as terror
alert is raised. What is this? We’ve
known for quite some time that a
Dutch parliamentarian was going to do
a video on Islam, his interpretation of
Islam. I’'m not saying whether it’s
right, whether it’s wrong, but as a par-
liamentarian you would think that he
could have the opportunity to express
his views on Islam in a country that, I
think in Rotterdam now the most pop-
ular baby’s name is Muhammad. But he
was going to give his views of Islam
and was preparing a video. And there
were allegations that there might be
some things that were inflammatory in
this video, people saying he might burn
the Koran. Who knows. We don’t know
what’s in it.

But the Dutch Government now, it
just came out that the Dutch, we knew
this video was in development, not
knowing what was in it, but the Dutch
now, the TV networks have refused to
show it. But he may release this film
on the Internet, which has caused the
Dutch, again, a very firm and strong
ally in Afghanistan in the war against
radical jihadists, the Dutch have gone
on a high terror alert.
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If there are groups, new groups that
form as a reaction to this new video,
the old law will apply. Our hands will
be tied behind our back. Our intel-
ligence community will be limited in
its ability to help the Dutch protect
their assets. And as we have known
from the past, when radical jihadists
have an opportunity like this, they
don’t just focus in on a particular
country. They use it as an opportunity
to go after modern Islamic regimes in
the Middle East, countries in northern
Africa, all of Europe, not just the
Dutch, and the Americans. But if there
are new groups that haven’t been iden-
tified before, the old rules apply, which
means we are more vulnerable.

It is absolutely unconscionable that
here we are 3 weeks later and once
again we are going home without deal-
ing with this. And it’s not because of a
heavy workload. It’s because they
don’t want to do what the Senate has
done.

The Senate passed a great bill, 68
votes, bipartisan. And we all know how
hard it is to get 68 votes in the U.S.
Senate today. But a broad bipartisan
bill that gave our intelligence commu-
nity the tools that they needed, and it
gave to the telecommunications com-
panies the help that they needed to do
their work.

I mean, it’s absolutely unacceptable
to have one of our colleagues up here
today to talk about the intelligence
community. Remember the last debate
on the last bill, not talking about what
our intelligence community is doing to
protect American lives. And American
intelligence officials, people working in
our intelligence community, have lost
their lives keeping America safe, and
our friends on the other side say what?
They’re Big Brother. Well, you know
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what? They’re Big Brother, but they
are not big brothering America.
They’re focused on one thing: finding
radical jihadists.

But these folks belittle the effort of
our intelligence community and give
the American people the impression
that our intelligence community is
just looking for ways to destroy Ameri-
cans’ civil liberties. I have met with
these people. I know they’re focused on
a couple of things: protecting Ameri-
cans’ civil liberties as they keep Amer-
ica safe. And to belittle the work of our
intelligence community is absolutely
unacceptable, and it’s really an embar-
rassment that those kinds of comments
are made on the floor of this House.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Without a
doubt. And there are so many things
that have occurred during the discus-
sion about this issue that have been
sad and distressing. That was one of
them today, as you saw the chuckles
go across on the other side of the aisle
when the companies, the patriotic com-
panies, are trying to assist this admin-
istration, assist this government, as-
sist our intelligence community in
being able to protect all of us; and all
they do is denigrate them. It’s just so
distressing because it’s such
disinformation and misinformation
that it confuses our constituents. But
what our constituents understand and
appreciate is that it is the majority
party in this House that won’t allow
this House to vote on a bill to protect
America.

I'm pleased to yield to my friend
from Georgia.

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I want to ask
my colleague, the ranking member of
the Select Intelligence Committee of
the House, if I understand it correctly,
after 9/11 the President called in his na-
tional security advisers, the CIA, the
FBI, all of our intelligence agencies,
along with representatives of some of
the telecommunications companies,
and got together to find out what their
assets were for doing surveillance and
gathering intelligence, I guess. After
they came up with that, if I understand
you correctly, you’re telling me that a
bipartisan group, which included the
now-Speaker of the House, were in-
formed of this and that there were
some adjustments made to the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Act to cover
these new groups and new methods of
gathering intelligence, but what I hear
you saying now is, because this thing
has expired, that we’re back to Sep-
tember 10, 2001, on our ability to gather
intelligence on these new groups.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. That’s exactly
right. The individuals in our govern-
ment. This was never the administra-
tion’s program. It was never the Presi-
dent Bush program. This was always
the American Government’s program,
because the administration identified
what we needed to do and how we could
do it and they went to the bipartisan
leadership of the House and the Senate,
a small group, because if you have
these kinds of capabilities, you don’t



